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A corrigendum on
Emotional and non-emotional pathways
to impulsive behavior and addiction
by Torres, A., Catena, A., Megías, A.,
Maldonado, A., Cándido, A., Verdejo-
García, A., et al. (2013). Front. Hum.
Neurosci. 7:43. doi: 10.3389/fnhum.2013.
00043
The responses of the control group to
the now-or-later task were erroneously
transcribed into the statistical software.
Therefore, some results of the analy-
ses involving this task are incorrect. The
instances of the published manuscript
affected by this error must be rewritten as
follows.
NOW OR LATER TASK
Mean (SD) scores were 16.48 (3.75), 17.00
(4.86), and 15.15 (4.59), for HC, PG, and
CDI, respectively. The group effect was not
significant [F(2, 64) < 1] (in contrast to
what was reported in the published version
of the paper, p. 7, l. 1).
RELATIONSHIPS BETWEEN
IMPULSIVITY DIMENSIONS AND
DECISION-MAKING TASKS
The five UPPS-P dimensions were used as
predictors of sensitivity to reward delay in
a stepwise regression analysis. Sensation
seeking (instead of negative urgency, as
stated in the published version, p. 7, l. 30)
emerged as the only significantly predic-
tive dimension [β = −0.30, t(63) = −2.48,
p < 0.02].
DISCUSSION
This error only affects secondary analy-
ses, and therefore its impact on general
conclusions is rather limited. Still, we
argued that “the involvement of nega-
tive urgency in reward delay sensitivity
are partially contradictory with Cyders
and Coskunpinar’s (2011a; although see
Cyders and Coskunpinar, 2011b) find-
ings on the relationship between trait and
neuropsychological measures of impulsiv-
ity” (p. 8). Given that negative urgency
is not really involved in reward delay
sensitivity, this contradiction no longer
exists. Similarly, we mentioned that “the
tight link between negative urgency and
emotionally-charged decision-making
processes is reinforced by the fact that
negative urgency was the only dimen-
sion significantly predicting sensitivity
to reward delay in the delay discounting
task.” (pp. 8–9). This assertion is not sup-
ported by the corrected delay discounting
data. Actually, sensation seeking was the
only impulsivity dimension independently
(and inversely) predicting reward delay
sensitivity.
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